FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED IN REPLY REFER TO:
Ceqa-T7
COCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
September 27, 1994 RECE,VED
'0cT 3 1994
: FEDE
U'S. House of Represengatives s oo

2459 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Frost:

Thank you for your letter on behalf of J.D. Johnson, County Commissioner, Tarrant
County, regarding the Commission’s Billed Party Preference (BPP) proceeding. On May 19,
1994, the Commission adopted a Furthe aking in this proceeding.
intflave enclosed a copy of the Further gggg and press release accompanymg it for your

ormation.

The Further Notice sets forth a detailed cost/benefit analysis of BPP. This analysis
indicates, based on the available data, that the benefits of BPP to consumers would exceed its
costs. The Further Notice seeks comment on this analysis and asks interested parties to
supplement the record concerning the costs and benefits of BPP. The Further Notice also
invites parties to recommend alternatives to BPP that could produce many of the same
benefits at a lower cost.

The Further Notice also explicitly seeks comment on whether correctional facility
telephones should be exempt if BPP is adopted. Specifically, the Purther Notice seeks
additional information on the effectiveness and costs of controlling fraud originating on
inmate lines with or without BPP. The Further Notice also seeks comment on a proposal to
exempt prison telephones from BPP if the operator service provider adheres to rate ceilings
for inmate calling services.

BPP waagit not preclude prison officials from blocking or limiting inmate calls to
specific lia¢ numbers in order to prevent threatening and harassing calls. Moreover,
BPP would tgi#f¥ect the ability of prison officials to limit inmates to collect calling or to
program telepldae equipment at the prison site to block certain numbers.
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The Honorable Martin Frost
Page 2

Thank you for your interest in this proceeding. 1 can assure you that the Commission
will carefully examine all of the comments submitted in response to the F
including additional empirical data regarding the costs and benefits of implementing BPP and
the impact of BPP on telephone service from correctional facilities.

rely yours,

At O sl

thleen M.H. Wallman
Chief
Common Carrier Bureau

Enclosures




MARTIN FROST WASHINGTON OFFICE:

24th District, Texas 2459 Raybu.rn House Office Building
Congress of the Wnited States N 200 2253605
RULES COMMITTEE . V /]
Bouse of Representatives 07 A1
HOUSE ADMINISTRATION , /
COMMITTEE Washington, BE 20515 a4/

August 25, 1994

Ms. Lou Sizemore

FCC

Office of Legislative Affairs
1919 M St., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms. Sizemore:

A constituent of mine recently contacted my office regarding
the F.C.C.'s recent proposal to implement billed party
preference.

Enclosed is a copy of the correspondence. I would

appreciate any comments you may have so that I can be responsiye
to my constituent. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

MARTIN FROST
Member of Congress

MF:alb
Please reply to office chacked
g Fort Worth, TX 76140 Dallas, TX 75208 Arlington, TX 76010 Corsicana, TX 75110
3020 S.E. Loop 820 O 400 S. 2ang Blvd., Suite 1319 O 318 W. Main Street, Suite 102 O 100 N. Main, Suite 534
(817) 283-9231 (214) 948-3401 (817) 795-3291 (903) 874-0760

1-800-846-6213 1-800-937-2056 ’ 1-800-292-4423
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TARRANT COUNTY

PRECINCT NUMBER FOUR

J. D. JOHNSON
PRECINCT NO. 4

July 29, 1994

400 South Zang Blvd.
Dallas TX 75208

Cong. Martin Frost D0cke TFILE cop YOR[G/NA[,

Dear Cong. Frost,

As a representative of Tarrant County, I am writing to ask that y
defeat the proposal to implement Billed Party Preference. First
because the basic reason for BPP is to insure users of public
comminications open access to their long distance carrier of
choice, and the bypass regulations in _place today already allawing

Second, by not
allowing pr:.vate payphone owners and location clients the right to
choose the primary long distance carrier on their equipment, the -
owner and/or location client, loses the ability to negotiate fair
commissions from their selected carrier, because the location owner
under BPP brings no value to the primary carrier because each
caller has his call mmw to the carrier he has
chosen for his residence. Net result ig that location owners and
clients lose their right to fair commissions on revenus generated
from their properties.

Lastly, the inmate uphone businen is vastly different from the
environmnt. of public communication users, and
even if it were to pass. For instance, correctional
m allowed to cut off any collect call to a location
¥4 party or call conferencing is detected. (No Bell
. LEC or IXC ig permitted to do that) PFurther, an inmates
concern is not s¢ much choice of carrier, but whether or not the
institution will even allow him to even make calls. Institutions
have become more and more liberal on open calling policies when
they can share fairly from the revenue of each call. Without this

mmate phone commission revenue, many corxectignal institutions

and many

would go back to the days of one call every 90 days.

NORTHWEST SUB-COURTHOUSE, 6713 TELEPHONE ROAD, LAKE WORTH, TEXAS 76135
(017) 2804400 OR (017) l‘l"lm
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TARRANT COUNTY

PRECINCT NUMBER FOUR

J. D. JOHNSON

COMMMMSION!
PRECINCT NO. 4

The public is demanding taxpayer relief from incarceration costs,
and inmate phone revenue, never available before deregulation,
needs to continue its income generating role. With Billed Party

Preference that will not happen.
Sincerely,

J. D: Johnson -

NORTHWEST SUB-COURTHOUSE, 6713 TELEPHONE ROAD, LAKE WORTH, TEXAS 76135
(817) 238-4400 OR (817) 884-1234
MAINTENANCE FACILITY (817 232-1111



